A drienne Froelich's editorial in the October issue of BioScience (vol. 52, p. 867 ) is upsetting because it grievously misrepresents the causes for the serious problem of widespread inattention to "nonmedical" biology. She proposes that the problem stems from the "disturbing" interchangeable usage of the terms "bioscience," "biology," and "life sciences." Moreover, she opines that if only scientists, and especially the President's Council of Advisors for Science and Technology, would be less careless in their terminology, these problems would be solved or at least alleviated.
In my view, these terms, not to mention "biological sciences" (as in AIBS), are in fact equivalent and therefore interchangeable, and no one should suffer guilt, as Froelich admonishes, for using them accordingly. The current imbalance of support, both financial and moral, across the various subdisciplines of biology is not based on mistaken identity but on mistaken priorities. The causes for this are deeply rooted in politics, psychology, sociology, and inadequate understanding, and will not go away with semantic tinkering. Given the precarious and declining state of the human condition on this planet, we should be aggressively addressing the real causes of this unfortunate, in fact suicidal, imbalance. I submit that it is not helpful to focus our attention on the nonissue of whether "life science" does or does not include all of biology. The real issue is why the power structure in this country and elsewhere views most of the life sciences as being irrelevant.
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